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Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia. 


No. 2988. 

Hosea B. Moulton, Adm’r, &c., Appellant, 

vs. 

J. R. Allison, Sheriff, &c., et al. 


a Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 33867. 

Hosea B. Moulton, Administrator of the Estate of Isaac Haynes 

Deceased, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

J. R. Allison, Sheriff of Fairfax County, Va*; Mary B. P. Black, 
Administratrix of the Estate of G. W. Z. Black, Deceased; Wil¬ 
liam G. McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
and John Burke, Treasurer of the United States, Defendants. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

Be it remembered, That in the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, at the City of Washington, in said District, at the times 
hereinafter mentioned, the following papers were filed and proceed¬ 
ings had, in the above entitled cause, to wit: 

1 Bill for Receiver. 

Filed October 27, 1915. 

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

Equity. No. 33867. 

Hosea B. Moulton, Administrator of the Estate of Isaac Haynes 

Deceased, Plaintiff, 
vs. 

* J. R. Allison, Sheriff of Fairfax County, Va.; Mary B. P. Black, 
Administratrix of the Estate of G. W. Z. Black, Deceased; Wil¬ 
liam G. McAdoo, Secretary of the Treasury of the United States, 
and John Burke, Treasurer of the United States, Defendants. 

To the Honorable the Justice of the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, holding the Equity Court: 

The bill of complaint of Hosea B. Moulton, administrator of the 
estate of Isaac Haynes, deceased, respectfully represents to the Court 
as follows: 

1—2988a 
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First. That he is a citizen of the United States and a resident of 
the District of Columbia and is the duly appointed and qualified ad¬ 
ministrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes, deceased. 

Second. That the defendants are all citizens of the United States 
and residents of the District of Columbia, except the defendant J. R. 
Allison, who is a resident of Fairfax, in the state of Virginia. That 
the said Mary B. P. Black is sued as administratrix of the estate of 
G. W. Z. Black, deceased. The defendant William G. Mc- 

2 Adoo as secretary of the Treasury of the United States; the 
defendant John Burke as treasurer of the United States of 

America and the defendant J. R. Allison, as sheriff of Fairfax 
County, Va., who claims to be an administrator of the estate of Isaac 
Haynes, deceased, by reason of his position as sheriff and an order 
of the Court of Fairfax County, Va. 

Third. That the said Isaac Haynes departed this life on or about 
the 11th dav of January, 1864. That he left a number of children 
all of whom are now dead. That only two of the sons left heirs 
surviving them, viz.: Charles Haynes and John H. Haynes, that 
Charles Haynes departed this life in the District of Columbia on the 
4th day of August, 1909, and left surviving him his widow, Louise 
M. Haynes and two sons, viz.: John H. Haynes and George W. 
Haynes, all residents of the District of Columbia. That John H. 
Haynes departed this life at the city of Alexandria, in the state of 
Virginia, about twenty years ago and has now two sons living, viz.: 
Charles Haynes, Jr., and John Haynes, Jr., who are at this time 
residents of the city of Alexandria, in the state of Virginia. That a 
third son now deceased left surviving him a widow Josephine B. 
Haynes and children all adults residing in the District of Columbia, 
as follows: a daughter Margaret Haynes, a son James W. Haynes 
and a son Earl W. Haynes. 

Fourth. That on the 25th day of July, 1915, a petition for the 
appointment of an administrator of Isaac Haynes deceased, was filed 
in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, by the said George 
W. Haynes, Louisa M. Haynes and John H. Haynes, praying for 
the appointment of your petitioner as administrator of the 

3 estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, to collect the fund herein¬ 
after mentioned. That Charles Haynes, Jr., and John 

Haynes, Jr., were duly notified of the filing of the said petition and 
of the hearing upon the same before the Court for the appointment 
of an administrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, all of 
which will appear of record in the Supreme Court of the District 
of Columbia, in administration cause #21949, entitled In re, the 
estate of Isaac Haynes, deceased. 

Fifth. That on the 28th day of July 1915 the Supreme Court of 
the District of Columbia made a decree in the said Probate Court 
of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, appointing your 
petitioner administrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, upon 
his giving bond in the sum of Twenty-five Hundred ($2500.00) 
Dollars, conditioned for the faithful performance of the trust re¬ 
posed in him. That your petitioner duly qualified by giving the 



J. R. ALLISON, SHERIFF, ETC., ET AL. 


3 


said bond and that letters of administration were duly issued to 
him accordingly by the said Supreme Court of the District of Colum¬ 
bia, all of which will appear in said administration cause #21,949. 

Sixth. That at the time your petitioner was appointed adminis¬ 
trator and at the present time there was and is now in the Treasury 
of the I nited States in the custody of the respondents to this petition, 
the sum of Seventeen Hundred and Twenty ($1720.00) Dollars, 
appropriated bv the Congress of the United States of America at 
its last session for the payment, to the heirs of Isaac Haynes, de¬ 
ceased, of the Civil War claim of the said Isaac Haynes. That the 
appointment of your petitioner as administrator was necessary and 
was for the purpose of demanding, collecting and receiving 

4 the fund in the Treasury of the United States, and dis¬ 
tributing the same to the heirs of the said Isaac Haynes 

deceased, in accordance with the statutes of distribution in such 
cases made and provided. 

Seventh. That the said Isaac Haynes departed this life in the 
County of Fairfax, in the state of Virginia, on the 11th day of 
January 1864, leaving a last will and testament. There was no 
executor named in the said will. That in the month of June 1866, 
John H. Haynes a son of the deceased and now himself deceased was 
duly appointed administrator “cum testamento annexo” of the 
estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, and qualified by giving bond in 
the sum of One Hundred ($100) Dollars. That in due course the 
entire estate was fully administered upon and finally settled within 
the time prescribed by law. That about the year 1895 the said John 
H. Haynes departed this life and since the closing of his administra¬ 
tion and the settlement of the estate, there has been no property 
or assets of the estate of Isaac Haynes, deceased, in the County of 
Fairfax, in the state of Virginia or at any other place in the said 
state and there have been no heirs or next-of-kin of the said Isaac 
Haynes, deceased, residing in the County of Fairfax, in the state of 
Virginia and there is no residuary clause in said will and the said 
Isaac Haynes died intestate as to all matters not mentioned in 
said will and particularly as to the fund mentioned herein and the 
title to the asset referred to in this petition passed to his children, 
all of whom are now dead and at their deaths passed to the petitioner 
in administration cause #21949, in the Supreme Court- of the Dis¬ 
trict of Columbia and to the said heirs residing in Alexandria. 

5 Eighth. Your petitioner further states that thereafter on 
the 29th day of April 1909 a motion was made in the Clerks 

Office of the Circuit Court of Fairfax County, Virginia, and pre¬ 
sented by one G. W. Z. Black to the clerk of the said Court who 
undertook and attempted to appoint one J. R. Allison, at that time 
the sheriff of Fairfax County, in the state of Virginia, administrator 
d-b-n-c-t-a of the estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, without any notice 
to the said heirs-at-law of Isaac Haynes, deceased, or to those re¬ 
siding in the District of Columbia or elsewhere. That petitioner is 
informed and so believing states the facts to be that the said J..R. 
Allison was not appointed administrator by any order of the Court 
of Fairfax County, Virginia, or of any other Court at that time. 
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That under the order made by the clerk attempting and undertak¬ 
ing to appoint him administrator without the order of the Court 
to that effect the said J. R. Allison never gave any bond or at¬ 
tempted to qualify as administrator and never became and never 
was the administrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, arid 
is not now such administrator and your petitioner has been in¬ 
formed by the present deputy clerk of the Court of Fairfax County, 
Virginia, that the effort begun on April 29, 1909, to have the said 
J. R. Allison appointed administrator, has fallen through and been 
abandoned. 

Ninth. Plaintiff further states that thereafter on the 23rd day of 
March 1915, one Albert D. Esher, representing the defendant Mary 
B. P. Black administratrix, who claims an attorney’s lien on the 
fund aforesaid, but who represented no heir of Isaac Haynes and 
who was not a creditor of the estate but an alleged creditor of 

6 heirs of said Tsaac Haynes and at the time residing in the 
District of Columbia made an ex-parte application to the 

Court of Fairfax County, Va.. to have the said .T. R. Allison, at 
that time sheriff* of said Fairfax County Va. appointed administrator 
d-b-n-e-t-a of the estate of the said Isaac Havnes deceased and he 
was so appointed d-b-n-c-t-a of the said estate, by virtue of his 
position as sheriff of the said Fairfax County, in the state of Vir¬ 
ginia hut did not at any time give any or further bond than his 
official bond as sheriff. That said appointment was made under 
and by virtue of the revised statute of Virginia, which provided for 
the appointment of an administrator of the estate of a decedent, 
provided, no one should apply for letters of administration within 
two months after the death and that the sheriff or town marshal 
could be appointed at any time by the Court upon the request of 
any person under a statute, section 2745, of the Virginia Code, as 
follows. 

“If at any time, two months elapse without there being an exec¬ 
utor or administrator of the estate of a decedent (except during a 
contest about the decedent’s will, or during the infancy or absence 
of the executor), the Court in which the will was admitted to record, 
or which has jurisdiction to grant administration on the decedent’s 
estate, shall, on the motion of any person, order the sheriff of the 
County or corporation, or the sergeant of the corporation, to take 
into his possession the estate of such decedent and administer the 
same; whereupon, such sheriff or sergeant without taking any other 
oath of office, or giving any other bond or security than he may 
have before taken or given, shall be the administrator, or 

7 administrator de bonis non, of the decedent, with his will 
annexed, if there be a will, and shall be thence forward en¬ 
titled to all the rights and bound to perform all the duties of such 
administrator. The Court, may however, at any time afterwards, on 
reasonable notice to such sheriff or sergeant, revoke such order and 
allow any other person to qualify as executor or administrator.” 

Tenth. Your petitioner after having been appointed and having 
duly qualified as administrator of the estate of the said Isaac Haynes 
deceased, made application to the secretary of the Treasury and 
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treasurer of the United States, two of the defendants herein, in 
writing requesting the payment of this fund to him as will appear 
from the letter of your petitioner dated July 29, 1915, a copy of 
which is annexed hereto and made part hereof, marked Exhibit 
H. B. M. #1, but that the said secretary of the Treasury and the 
treasurer of the United States refused to pay the same to your 
petitioner because the said J. R. Allison by virtue of his claim to 
be an administrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes deceased, had 
also made application to have the fund delivered to him. 

Eleventh. That your petitioner thereupon filed an application for 
a writ of mandamus to require the said secretary of the treasury 
of the United States and treasurer of the United States, to turn over 
and pay to him the said fund of Seventeen Hundred and Twenty 
Dollars, then on deposit in the Treasury of the United States, but 
the Court declined to issue the said writ of mandamus. From which 
order of the Court plaintiff noted an appeal to the Court of Ap¬ 
peals of the District of Columbia. That on account of the 

8 contest between plaintiff as administrator of the estate of the 
said Isaac Haynes deceased, and the said J. R, Allison, claim¬ 
ing to be an administrator, the fund is indefinitely tied up in the 
Treasury and cannot be paid out at this time. 

Twelfth. That under a statute by the Congress of the United States 
of America, the fees of attorneys for claimants against the United 
States is limited to 20% of the amount and the officials of the Gov¬ 
ernment Departments can only recognize attorneys fees to that ex¬ 
tent. That petitioner has been informed and so believing states the 
facts to be that the said G. W. Z. Black had a contract in his life¬ 
time with some of the heirs of the said Isaac Haynes, deceased, in 
contravention of the statute of the United States, allowing him 50% 
of the amount of the claim. That your petitioner has been in¬ 
formed and so believing states the facts to be that after the payment 
of the 20% attorneys fees provided by the act of Congress, the de¬ 
fendant Mary B. P. Black, administratrix of the estate of G. W. Z. 
Black, deceased, intends to claim the remaining 30%. That plain¬ 
tiff verily believes that in as much as the said J. R. Allison was ap¬ 
pointed administrator by the Court of Fairfax County, Va., at the 
request of the attorney for the said defendant Mary B. P. Black, 
that there is an understanding or agreement between the said Alli¬ 
son and the said Mary B. P. Black administratix, whereby, the re¬ 
maining 30% over and above the amount allowed by law may be 
held and diverted to the detriment and loss of the heirs of the said 
Isaac Haynes. That your petitioner is also advised that, there is a 
case pending in the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, in¬ 
volving the construction of the said statute relating to at- 

9 torneys fees and that the same will have to go ultimately to 
the Supreme Court of the United States for final determina¬ 
tion as it involves an act of Congress; and if the money is to be paid 
to the said J. R. Allison the said money would remain indefinitely 
in his hands until the litigation be determined and inasmuch as the 
question involved is under consideration by the Court of this Dis¬ 
trict, it would entail a hardship upon petitioner and the heirs of 
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Isaac Haynes to be obliged to litigate the same matter in another 
jurisdiction. That during the time the construction of the statute 
is under determination by the Court and the contest in regard to the 
administratorship is being determined the money will lie idle in 
the Treasury of the l nited States without interest. The petitioner 
desires that the act of Congress may be judicially construed and its 
application to this case determined and while said question is P^n 
ing as well as the right of plaintiff as administrator to receive the 
said fund the same should be placed in the custody of this Court 
and retained under the control and invested under the direction of 
this Court to be paid to whomsoever the Court may ascertain may 
be lawfully entitled thereto. That to accomplish this purpose it 
will be necessary that a receiver should be appointed to take over 
the fund and hold the same subject to the order of the Court. 

Wherefore, the premises considered, petitioner prays: 

First. That the process of subpoena may issue from this Court to 
the defendants and each of them requiring them to be and appear 
in this Court bv a dav certain to be named therein to answer 
10 the bill of complaint filed herein and to abide by and per¬ 
form such decree as may be passed herein. 

Second. That the Court may require of the said Mary B. P. 
Black to disclose her contract for attorney’s fees in her answer and 
determine whether the same is valid for more than 20% as allowed 


by statute. . . . 

Third. That the Court may also restrain ana enjoin the said J. K. 
Allison, his agents and attorneys, from claiming to be the lawfully 
appointed administrators of the estate of Isaac Haynes, deceased^ 
and that he, his agents and attorneys, may be restrained and enjoined 
from withdrawing or attempting to withdraw the said fund of 
Seventeen Hundred and Twenty Dollars from the Treasury of the 
United States, during the pendency of this suit, or until the Court 
shall determine as to whom the said fund should be paid, ^ and 
whether the said Allison’s appointment by the Court of Fairfax 
County, Virginia as administrator should prevent or interfere with 

the collection by plaintiff of the said fund. 

Fourth. That a receiver or receivers may be appointed by this 
Court to withdraw the said fund of Seventeen Hundred and Twenty 
Dollars from the Treasury of the United States of America and hold 
the same subject to the further orders of this Court. # 

Fifth. And that he may have such other and further relief in the 
premises as the nature of this case may require and as to this Hon¬ 
orable Court may seem fit. 

HOSEA B. MOULTON. 


EDWARD L. GIES, 

'Attfy for Plaintiff. 


11 District of Columbia, ss: 

I do solemnly swear that I have read the foregoing bill by me 
subscribed and know the contents thereof; that the facts therein 
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stated upon my personal knowledge are true; and those stated upon 
information and belief, I believe to be true. 

HOSEA B. MOULTON. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 27" day of October, 


A. D. 1915. 


J. R. YOUNG, CVk, 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Ass’t CVk . 


Consent of Heirs to the Appointment of a Receiver. 
Filed October 27, 1915. 


We, the undersigned, the next of kin and heirs-at-law of Isaac 
Haynes, deceased, and being acquainted with the contents of the 
petition about to be filed by Hosea B. Moulton, Administrator upon 
the estate of the said Isaac Haynes, deceased, appointed by the Su¬ 
preme Court of the District of Columbia, praying for the appoint¬ 
ment of a Receiver to collect the fund of $1,720.00 in the Treasury 
of the United States belonging to the estate of the said Isaac Haynes, 
deceased, and to hold and invest the same, so that it may bear in¬ 
terest until the question of attorney’s fee for prosecuting of 
12 said claim, and the other controversies disclosed in the said 
petition can be settled, and after full consideration thereof, 
we, hereby consent to the prayers of said petition and request the 
appointment of a Receiver as prayed, and for cause say: That said 
fund is now in this District and that all of the heirs-at-law of said 
Isaac Haynes, deceased, reside here. That not a single heir or rela¬ 
tive of his lives in Fairfax County, Virginia, nor is there a penny 
of his estate or property in said county, nor has there been within 
forty years last past, and we ask that Mr. Hosea B. Moulton be ap¬ 
pointed Receiver. 

Respectfully, 

LOUISA M. HAYNES. 
G. W. HAYNES. 

JOHN H. HAYNES. 


Answer of William G. McAdoo and John Burke. 

Filed November 5, 1915. 

******* 

The answer of William G. McAdoo, Secretary of the! Treasury, 
and John Burke, Treasurer of the United States, to the rule to show 
cause herein, respectfully states as follows: 

One. They call attention to the fact set forth in the bill that the 
domicile of Isaac Haynes, petitioner’s supposed intestate, was in the 
State of Virginia; that he died testate therein, and that by his last 
will he named no executor. 
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Two. These respondents aver that the appropriation referred 

13 to in the petition herein was made to J. R. Allison by name, 
as administrator, appointed by the Circuit Court of Fairfax 

County, Virginia, and one of the defendants herein; that the said 
appropriation was made pursuant to a finding of the Court of Claims, 
and that the claim upon which said finding and appropriation were 
made was prosecuted by and in the name of said J. R. Allison as ad¬ 
ministrator of the estate of Isaac Haynes. 

Three. Respondents aver that since the writ of mandamus was 
refused by this court to command and compel the payment by these 
respondents of the fund in question to the petitioner, and in order 
to perfect his title to receive the said appropriation, the said J. R. 
Allison, to wit, on the first day of October, 1915, on motion of John 
R. Haynes and Charles A. Haynes, two of the heirs at law and next 
of kin of said Isaac Haynes, was duly appointed administrator of 
the estate of said Isaac Haynes by the Circuit Court of Fairfax 
County, Virginia, and duly qualified as such by taking the oath of 
fiis office and filing in the said court his bond with surety approved 
by the court in the penalty of $3,000, conditioned for the faithful 
performance of his trust. 

Four. That a certified copy of the order and appointment of the 
said J. R. Allison, as aforesaid, together with a certified copy of the 
said bond, both under the seal of said court, have been filed in the 
Treasury Department and a true copy thereof is filed herewith; that 
these respondents have recognized the said J. R. Allison as the duly 
authorized personal representative of said Isaac Haynes, and are pre¬ 
pared to pay over to him the said fund when they may do so with¬ 
out interference with the process of this court, and they claim 

14 the right to do so and object to the jurisdiction of this court 
to control their action in the premises. 

Five. These respondents are advised and believe the said fund has 
no situs in the District of Columbia and that the court has no juris¬ 
diction to adjudicate the rights of said J. R. Allison in the premises. 

Six. These defendants aver that the right and title of the peti¬ 
tioner in and to the said fund was finally adjudicated in the manda¬ 
mus proceeding set forth and described in the petition herein, and 
they claim the benefit of the estoppels thereof at this and all hear¬ 
ings herein as if specially pleaded. 

JOHN E. LASKEY. 

Per ARCHER, 

United States Attorney, D. C., 
Attorney for Respondents McAdoo and Burke. 

District of Columbia, To wit: 

I, James B. Archer, do solemnly swear that I am one of the Assist¬ 
ant TJnited States Attorneys in and for the District of Columbia, and 
that I am familiar with the records and proceedings mentioned in 
the foregoing answer; that I have read the said answer and know 
the contents thereof; that the statements therein made as of personal 
knowledge are true, and those made upon information and belief 
I believe to be true. 

JAMES B. ARCHER. 
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 5th day of November, 
1915. ' 


J. R. YOUNG, Cl’k, 

By F. E. CUNNINGHAM, 

Ass’t Cl’k . 


15 Motion to Dismiss the Bill. 

Filed November 20, 1915. 

******* 


Now comes the defendant, William G. McAdoo, Secretarv of the 
Treasury, by John E. Laskey, Esquire, Attorney of the United States 
in and for the District of Columbia, and moves the Court to dismiss 
the bill of complaint herein for the causes following: 

One. That it appears by the bill of complaint that the claim ap¬ 
propriated for by Congress, as set forth in the bill, was assets at the 
domicile of Isaac Haynes, in the State of Virginia, at the time of his 
death and at the time of the appointment of the defendant, J. R. 
Allison, as administrator of the estate of said Isaac Haynes. 

Two. That it appears by the bill that this Court has no jurisdic¬ 
tion to control the action of the defendant, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, in recognizing the title of the defendant, J. R. Allison, as 
administrator of said Isaac Haynes. 

Three. That it appears by the bill that the fund in suit has no 
situs in the District of Columbia. 

JOHN E. LASKEY, 

United States Attorney, D. C., Attorney 

for Defendant McAdoo. 


E. L. Gies, Esquire, Warder Building, Washington, D. C. 


16 


Dear Sir: Please take notice that the foregoing motion 
will be calendared for hearing on Friday, the 26th day of 
November, 1914. 

JOHN E. LASKEY, 

United States Attorney, D. C., Attorney 

for Defendant McAdoo. 


Order for Special Appearance. 

Filed December 2, 1915. 

******* 

The Clerk of said Court will enter my appearance specially for 
defendant #1, J. R. Allison. Sheriff of Fairfax Countv. Va. 

ALBERT D. ESHER, Attorney. 


2 —2988a 
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Order Dismissing Bill of Complaint. 

Filed December 13, 1915. 

******* 

This cause came on to \ye heard at this term upon the motion of 
the defendant, William G. McAdoo, Secretary' of the Treasury, to 
dismiss the bill of complaint herein, and was argued by counsel and 
submitted to and duly considered by the Court; whereupon the said 
motion is granted. 

It is, therefore, this 13th day of December, 1915, adjudged, or¬ 
dered and decreed that the bill of complaint herein be dismissed 
and that the defendants recover of the plaintiff their costs 

17 of suit. 

By the Court: 

TUGS. H. ANDERSON, Justice. 

From the foregoing decree the plaintiff in open Court notes an 
appeal to the Court of Appeals, which appeal is allowed on condition 
that the appellant file a bond in the penalty of $200.00, if to oper¬ 
ate as a supersedeas, or the sum of $100., if to operate as a bond for 
costs, with leave to deposit $50, in cash in lieu of bond for costs. 

THOS. H. ANDERSON, Justice. 

Unobjectionable as to form: 

H. B. MOULTON. 

Memoranda. 

January 6, 1916.—Appeal Bond $100.00 approved and filed. 

February 18, 1916.—Time to file transcript of record in Court 
of Appeals extended until March 5th, 1916. 

March 4, 1916.—Time to file transcript of record in Court of 
Appeals extended until March 20th, 1916. 

18 March 20, 1916.—Time to file transcript of record in Court 
of Appeals extended to, and including, April 3d, 1916. 

April 3, 1916.—Time to file transcript of record in Court of Ap¬ 
peals extended until April 29th, 1916. 

April 28, 1916.—Time to file transcript of record in Court of Ap¬ 
peals extended to, and including, July 3rd, 1916. 

Assignment of Errors . 

Filed June 27, 1916. 

******* 

Now comes the plaintiff in the above entitled cause and for his 
appeal to the Court of Appeals of the District of Columbia, assigns 
the following errors: 

First. The court erred in granting the motion to dismiss the bill 
of complaint filed herein and in entering a decree in favor of the 
defendants dismissing said bill of complaint. 

EDWARD L. GIES, 

Attorney for Plaintiff . 
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Designation of Record for Appeal. 


Filed June 27, 1916. 

* ****** 

The clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, will 

p ] ease A" C i l ! de ‘l 16 t r a . nscri P t of record for th e Court of Appeals 
0 i e rl P ls *P.?! ; Columbia, the following papers and documents: 

1. The bill of complaint. 

2. Consent of heirs to appointment of Receiver. 

3. The joint answers of the defendants, William G. McAdoo 

States 817 ° f the Treasury ’ and John Burke > Treasurer of the United 

4. Appearance for defendant No. 1. 

o II motion of the defendants to dismiss the bill of complaint, 
b. rhe decree dismissing the hill of complaint and noting the 

7. Memorandum of appeal bond signed and approved. 

8. Assignments of errors by appellants. 

9. This designation. 

10. Orders extending time for filing record on appeal. 

EDWARD L. GTES and 
HOSEA B. MOULTON, 

Attorneys for Appellants. 


20 Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. 

United States of America, 

District of Columbia, ss: 

I, John R. Young, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the District of 
Columbia, hereby certify the foregoing pages, numbered from 1 to 
19, both inclusive, to be a true and correct transcript of the record, 
according to directions of counsel herein filed, copy of which is made 
part of this transcript, in cause No. 33867 in Equity, wherein Hosea 
B. Moulton, Administrator, &c, is Plaintiff and J. R. Allison, Sheriff 
of Fairfax County, Va. et als. are Defendants, as the same remains 
upon the files and of record in said Court. 

In testimony whereof, I hereunto subscribe my name and affix 
the seal of said Court, at the City of Washington, in said District, 
this 30th day of June, 1916. 

[Seal Supreme Court of the District of Columbia.] 

JOHN R. YOUNG, Clerk . 

Endorsed on cover: District of Columbia Supreme Court. No. 
2988. Hosea B. Moulton, adm’r, &c., appellant, vs. J. R. Allison* 
Sheriff, &c., et al. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia. Filed 
Jul- 3, 1916. Henry W. Hodges, clerk. 




